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piſcopalians to manage with mutual Charity among 
themſelves ) I ſhall endeavour, God willing, ſafficient 
e ſhew, Whilr I confirm the Prelatical Gentle- 
man's three Arguments for Prelacy (Which you 
mention) and vindicate them e e Objections. 
Ji ⸗ In your Citations of the Fathen and anci- 
ent Records'of rhe Church, you fall into many Blun- 
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Man of any conſiderable meaſure of Learning could 
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_ ** yebh. Tou cite ſome Books, ad written by ſome of 
the Fathert, which are not to be found among their 
Works, in the beſt and moſt full Editions of them 
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there is a Schiſm in the Church of Scetland; for every 
one that hath Eyes in his Head may ſee that there are 
different Communions, and (as we uſe to fay) Altar 
ſet up againſt Altar; yea and you expreſly declare that 
you are of a different Communion from us. But then 
the Queſtion is, on what ſide the Schiſm «doth ly 7 

Iko, you impute it to us, but with bow little on, 
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For not to inſiſt upon the common Argument of caſt- 


ing off the Authority of the Biſhaps, and ſo rejectin 
that Principle of Unity, which was, manifeſtly eſtabli- 
ſhed by the Apoſtles of our Lord, and continued with - 
out interruption in the Catholick Church of Chriſt for 
ſo many Ages, it is plain that the Schiſm cannot be 

ch upon us, becauſe we did not ſer up a different 
Communion, nor erect Altar againſt Altar; and that 
was only done by the Presbyterians after the Reſtora - 
But you uſe to tell us that we departed from you, 


aud not you from us; and therefore we, and not you, LF 
mult be guilty. of the Schiſm. Unto which I reply. Firſt. 
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great Importance whether it was or not. We confeſs that 
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the Evils that flowed. from it, and ſo Epiſcopacy was 
-again legally eſtabliſhed, not only by the King and 
Farliament, but alſo by a lawful general Aſſemibhy of 
the Church in the Year 16 10: It is true that Epiſcopa- 


£3. Was agsin aboliſhed, and Presbytery ſet up in he 
AR | | '$ | [Tear 


„ 


— 
% 


* 


ö it 

oh 
$110 
1 


jonable that 


N 


| 1 Feat 1638, Hor hat 5 1 irs 
_ and carried on by 
F 


. e lg 


ularly Geer 
la ams: "PM —— 


reſtored to his Throne; 
2 by an AA of Parliament; ſi dana 


> to-reſtore Epi ſcdpacy again, which had been ſo irre- 
ly and rebelliouſly thurſt out. Unto Leer AQ 
ian two third Pars. of the Ptesbyters. of the 
with a pro * number People, (be. 
weary of the Toke off resbytery and of the many 
. Vhich were partly felt and 9 
the growing Contentions betwixt the' Remanſtrate 
nd publick Reſolurioners) did readily conſent; * 
it is plain, yoa did moſt unwarrantably ther 
4 us ho were the great Body of the Church. 
Se nr Logs poet 
© aur: yet 1t never u 
to have been of: ſuch 22 as might cònſtitutè a 
Sebiſen ; for we never dreamed of ſetting up a different 
Cominunion, and much leſs of tearing out the very 
_ of the Church, out of 4 rerended. zeal for 
Government. That was the Work of the Pres- 
| byterians, and we had no hand in it. If the King and 
Parliament with the greater of the Church were 
pleaſed to alter the Government of the Church to the 
| Fenerahar was certainly rheirDuty :: And thopgh we 
| See e according to ro thePresbyrerianPrinciples ) 
3 Alteration was to the worſe, yet beipg done ned 
br which was eſtionabl the — Author? 
of the Nation, the choſe oſe ho di 
reach ns further than to ai their Diſſent 3* Big" 10, 
. 1. their Teſtimony againſt it, to hold == 
nd toigo any farther to raife'a Factian to ſet 
on againſtrhix Act of lawful : Authotiry was: to enter 
ie Rebellion, both againſt the Ning 7 
.the Chuch. Bur go yet further, to wittidra 
th ſelves from-che hurches, and ſet up a different 
ommuniqn, n n makinyof an ieee 


— 


4 


a ena cer G Aera Df 7» WIR 


4 4 34K "Tak? 1 r ! K *. . 


if ' Jangerous, C ace nnto th 1 
8 8 NY the pions g the. oppp 14 1 
a RE 9 

8 
4255 2 7 5 glearly {; 
= imp: ? 721520 55 19 rho +57 the Primi 
for ou 
1 5 A is rul Aden; upon the 
fame account-'you Che N munion, with. the 
whole horch of briſt, 15 ſo many was 


ace at noble 
e {that | 2 . 
| hriſti- 


2 5 
vio And jFany 
on Ear . 


ch, 

5540 — . judg- _ 
af worth y to enjoy, aCommunion with t ETD. 

Moreover, in thoſe | chip b, Which * | 


nded- 
| Ground of your preſen A 
your ſelves to the Prin iv Gch iſt, yea, and 
to the whole Chpreh Yr, 4 19 05 Ages, but alſo to all | 
the Chriſtian Ch eat this Day upon 
the Earth, a few oY 0 2 ne Holland on- 
ty excepted, who follow the Meaſures of their Repu- 
Vl ick,which hath a ways encouraged and fomented our 90 
Je Schiſm and- ebellion. For, that you differ from 
ur Brethren in v4 eos is plain from C. K his Au- 


"> "_ . 


er to Dr. Sti:lin s Unrea/onablene(s of Separation. 
Where be exprelly as, that the Exgliſh Presbyterians 
do not ſeparate | Church upon the account of 
Log 4 an 5 ye; of tdi Proteſtant Chur- 
ABroae: "are e by 9 Without Bi- 


hi 
2 — aro Ae Jens the th | Scheme. 8 


Ven See ka”. offchem do eicher 
I 


iſcopacy, or — Catholic Communion "oy | | if 


* 


o 


: - 
27 * 1 4 R 


AK . ig bs ard 


Y - F 
= 
o - l = a 
= * 


fra). * 
Churches; but upon t e | 
2225 einn thoſe ears 1 et own Churches, do 
betauſe of their Government of Forms of Work 
deck manifeſtly appear from theWritings of m of 
Al their Divines 1 the Reformation, and patti 
larly from ſome Letters which were late hoſt 5 oabirna) 
-betwixt the Divines of Oxford and thoſe of Geneve 
wherein the latter 7 7 the Presb ans e 85 


very Andra 
could be ſo groſl 


Acer of 1 in one of his * to the Ho- 
nourable 'Robere Boyle, giving an account of his Travels 
1 Geneva, commends "that People as Men of a true 

: eſtan Siri, wh are not of ſo narrqw Souls as t 
| . any thing of their r Chriſtian Charity to their Bre- 
cren of the Proteſtant Churches ho differ from 

cem in Rituals or Forms of Wor Of which = 
 gives'a plain Inftince'in the Caſe o Himtelt and ſome 
| b Men who had'retired with” "hiea to Geneve, and 
who coming to ſupplicate the Government for a Free- 
dom to meet together by. themſelves. and wo 

God 2 to che Liturgy 
[lead ; they d E 0 tells ws) moſt 62 4 and readily 


ke wy 
p 
— 


of the Church of 2 1K 


T3869 
t, told if their Number ſhould increas; 
i would give 152 Pe one of their Churches. 
ich ſhews walk a vaſt di there is. herwixe 
rh Spirit and x If whereby our P 


ti ye. Government. 


| Es it ma juſtly thought ſtrange how you. 
5 are NO EE Gr WA 
egally e Rablithed in Scored by any lawful 'Eccleſia- 


| ical Ainbority, but only by the © 


. ˙·ü nd re tut ae 


. , - | 


ed, whs, 151 0 2 e 


of the Churc 
Britain with B ply 55 14 


A Ade thei 5 ful Sover di veſt 
hi 0 f Crown and Di gn mig 155 ee e, 


Sectaries w 1 

N Embruing their wicked Hands in his Sacred 9 

forcing . bis Children to flee for their Safe · 

to Popiſh Countries, the true Original of all theſe q 4 

Yano which ſince that time have befallen thoſe Na- 

tions. Tautum religio potuis  ſuadere _malorum ;, $0 

ob Bei! — 6 ad way 1 ot Hut ; 
ly  fiich a Religion Glatdener pretences - 
t be) could not; be the haly,. aceable - 

aid charitable. ede of Chriſt. 7 

* or all wt dice it doth plain hrs thay 


bee "ecy Ze 1 8551 cannot pe Gnas ſoin tho ings 


* 498 Sch i 20h are . 

rary to 

—4 truly, ſeeing Eoitcopacy wa was not only 82 8 — 
ure 


A 


mitive Government, which was ſetled in the 
by the Apoſtles of bu al & as I will have occaſi 
terward to pew but al and tr ſerled. a 


yranny of the 


Civil Powers, 4 
But you object that our Church 8 was . 4 
* Ps as being declared to depend altogether 82 * 
y a Right e. to the Crown ; and 8 
og chick thoſe of ng. er fail to ſer Ton 
Hem the greateſt "in the 2 od; 
| Terms that can by 


| - 


, 0 


* 


e 


Comminion, yet l 


| etencg pre 
| Io farmed (lonk 1 thar 

: age, Which ftretched'rhe' Supremacy to that Height 
Which — 4 mentfon) when there was no more claim 
| Hut the i xy, eabiihet”; 


Peron of N. 
= 2 EN hy Re 


en 

ug and 9 55 
no 44 Power 4 185 
. be denied bo the 


7 75 bb Was on je >. the 
1 ever the Chutth: had) being 'hj 
Sow did in the Tear OY 

arent, declare, That che ordering of. 


Maje 
4 == be Church did bel be Ki 
| of 8 ang tot in 
e the Crown F 
en! W but, upon the contra „ pf r 


alk but, v F .Otcaſions ; A 
89000455 called the Teſt was-impoled 


5 Clergy did generally Fefuſe 


th, rake mr until 
1 oh ugger 1 1 al Hand to 


| Wo (WHICH, Ys in che Coundil- 


- . 
* * 


= * ns 


bs 
But that was nes N; 
Was pleaſed for  rheir Sarizfa- 


ie? thar they: 


E to e 


gu Sz Age 13 £03250] 2; 


| wy - 
55 * Laws made againſt ber Spiritual Auth 
N neither alter nor diminiſh it, or elſe ſhe Coat 
gl habe had no Authority at all, during the time of 
oo gan Tipper mperours- 


be Sch ſin can never be charged upon 
che 1000 al Church, io coo 0 ſhe Ps p arg e 


mmunion, nor erected Alrar againſt Altar : 
hat | (as | ſaid before) was the Work of th EL 
7 ry pd e op Icbiſm mult be on 7 charged 


— very good eaſon to reflats 
5 h 'f by an Act of Parliament, be : 
ca 4 been moſt illegally 200 diſorderly aboliſhed, 

Provbyre ſet up by a manifeſt Rebellion, both 
againſt the Civil and Eccleſiaſtical Authority of the 
ation : : Ne was never the Caſe of Epiſcopacy. 
pts 4. The Caſe is very far different betwixt the 
2 of Epiſcopacy by K. Ch. and the ſettin 
5 of Þ resbyt by K. 1 V. For, at the Reſtoration of 

Pi dots el th here * no Schiſm nor dif- 
che 4 at yet * the Church, Eu 

Was required by t ws reſtaring Epiſ- 
14 dae, Was ly a Conformity to the Government 
f the Church. - But when Presbytery was ſet up at 
e Revolution, * was an abominable Schiſm 
ade in the Church, which no ee; 
legitimate. And the Government of 
ech was not only altered from 12 one 
Abytery, but it was alſo ſettled upon the Foot 0 
m, by placing it in the hands of the few 
urviving Presbyterian Miniſters '(-who were the 
| athats of the Schiſm, ) and ſuch as they either had 
Already, or ſhould afterward aſſume unto themſelves. 
| Loh inſtead of removing the Schiſm by removing 
my, 4K .whic h was the pretended. Ground of it;) 
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their firſt general Meeting by Mr, Alexander Pitcairn 


one of their own Number, and a zealous Presbyterian. 


IF rhey had only altered the Government according 
to the Presbyterian Principles, reſtoring the ſurviving 


- Miniſters to their Charges, and requiring all the 


Presbyters of the Church to conform to the Govern- 
ment, ( as was done at the Reſtoration of Epiſcopacy 
by K. ch.) there might have been ſome ſhadow * 
xcuſe for them. Bui by this Model, of their Govern - 
ment, ( having laid a neceſſity upon all conſcentio 
thinking Men, who were formerly in the Communio 
of the Epiſcepal Church, either to condemn them- 
ſelves, and juſtify the Schiſm, or adhere firmly to 
their former Communion, even though they had been 
otherwiſe much indifferent as ro the Government of 
the Church,) they did p/ainly teſtify to the World, 
that they .lought not the Good and Peace of the 
Church, but only the ſetting up of their own Faction: 
And that they were reſolved at any Rate to mantain 
the Schiſch, and to oppreſs and bear down all who 
ſhould diſſent from them. And, as it is very juſt with 
God ( in his own time) to defeat ſo unlawful and un- 
chriſtian a deſign; fo in effect there is not any thing 


that hath ſo much ſtrengthned the hands of. the true 
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PSwers,' who may reſtore her to her former Tein 
ral Privileges and ſet her dboye the Malice of 5 


Enem | 
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ies, Amen. Aus. 
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e Church, but only the fetting up 
of their own Faction; as was ſmartly told them in 
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N of Converts were ub iy was the Number of 


RY: 
vau ſay, 2 To Ri 4 


| ei 4 17 y 4 Bur who But, whethey we * 
L* ue, over. Haupt if Co YERutions, or 155 
ober one; and whether the. " Power 0 Ordi nation.end - Juni 
diftion bal be intruſted with one ſingle Biſhop, ar With 
Society of them 2 And fo you make a ſolemn; Proteſtati- 
on, that we may take notice of this $ State of the Controverſy, 
and tell us, h it i, ſadly miſtaken, and Frans 
Principles mi repreſented, 

But this net of ſtatin ing, of the Queſtion appears 
to be a plain Deſign to render. the S more 


urk in, and hide your ſelf from the Evidence of the 
ruth; for we contend not, * at th Largeneſſ of the 
iſho ps Dioceſe, i is any thing e ential to his Character, 
Blut only the nature of his Dignity and. Juriſdition 
aboye . Presyrers.. Ar fiſt When Chri janjity was 
veel into Cities, x all the | Peop! N might 
— together in one Congregation ; as the Num 


Presby ters allo, who had the particular. Meaſures of 
their Work a figned them by the Biſhop. But we 

do not therefore ſay, (with 2 and ſome others) 
that the Biſhop was the ſole Paſtor, and that the 
Presbyters were only his Subſtitutes, whom (as they 
ſay) he did aſſume in partem ſolicitudinis, for arg rk 
ing him of a part of his Cure and Burden ; Nay 


the Ferse, were and are proper Paſtors, and. 3 — 


- | the Operligbt of the Flock of God committed to 
them by. t | 


But the Biſh 


12 Ghoſt, 48. 20, 
vith a D 


is therefore inve 


3s their Ruler, and 
ty ſuperior» to them 
J 7 canfels, that üer 


of i t he. had; th 
in 5 if be, bad. Bat that do 
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ure of t all the Souls withi- - 


he all he 


Government, nd 82. 


lexed and. Treats) — you. may find a Hole td 


ud indeed have NH 
belong * ta tha 


pleaſed ty take wh 1 Fo _ 
ticulat Diſtrict, then he aQs' 8 yo hi 
S . 
| to take that every 
garion within his Dieceſe be ſupplied with' a Presytter 
ſufficiently qualified for his Work, Cor with foffief 
ent- 8 of Presybters te -cther with Deacönd] if 
Confregue ation e nd ſtands iti need of them) 
to ordain thoſe Presbyters' and Deacohs wie on 
they are thus to be ſupplied; to overſee all an AY 
one of them in the performiunte' of theit Dury; that 
they walk agreeably to their Character, and that they 
diligent in the Dy e of chat Truſt” commited 
o them. And this if dul N N and e "ws 
about) ill not only be greet Tip rte 
ance'ro the Church, * alſo 7 very vedere Bur- 
den to the Biſhop. 
80 that the Queſtion herwixt us and 1 4s not 
whether we ſhall bave Biſhops over one, dt over Hun- 
dreds of Congtegations ( 48 255 ſay; ) bur Whether 
the Church hall be ruled by Presbyters acting 10 
fect Parity, or having one"ſet dyet them pf 3. 
uperior Digni "and Jurifdi "on, withor whoſe On | 
ſent and Authority nothing of Impbrtante that con- 
cerns the Church, can be tranſacted. when we call 
4 Biſhop; and whether he be of 4 different Order — 
not from the reſt of the Presbyters, it is nothing 
the main Controverſy betwixt 'us and You” As we 
| learned and judicious Dr. NMenro hath well obſerFed) 
2 his excellent little Book called n Iiqiiry ine the” 
m Opinions, &c. Pag- 23. 2 though'it be true, 
that thoſe Es lib. Diyines * 200; 


Eure old write in defence 4755 ave either 
poſed the Identity 5f th the On 


added al- 
— from ' that Ponte ben 122 a =_ 
horking'for ee ne 5 ſupetior 
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(22 ) 3 
their Brethren; and contend, that, the Government · öf 
the Church by aCollege of Presbyters acting in Parity, 
is jure, divino, and that all Prelacy is Anpchriſtian. 
.-L confeſs, that the Identity of the Order may be ot 
Importance to the foreign Presbyteran Churches, who 

are under a gegeſſity of wanting Biſhops ; bur it can 
| be noPlea at all to our Scorch Presbyterians, who will 
by no means have anyBiſhops, but have moſt obſtinate- 
ly, rebellio and ſchiſmatically oppoſed and 
re their Governours upon that account. And it 
the Apoſtles inſtituted Biſhops and inveſted them with 
a 1 1 Dignity and Juriſdiction over Presbyters 
for the Government of the Church, it is all one thing 
for thoſe who will have none of them, whether they 
— the ſame or a different holy Order. And there- 
to What purpoſe you ſhould have cited the fore- 
mentioned Engliſh Authors (except to amuſe ignos 
rant people ) I cannot ſee. ' And truly, I think it is 
plain, that the laying the ſtreſs of, your. Cauſe upon 
— r twixt the Parochial and Dioceſan 
' Biſhop, is no betjer than a giving of it up. 2 
For 1, If the Biege had a juriſdiction over 
Presbyters and Deagons (as the Reverend and Learn- 
ed Mr. Sage, in his Vindication of the Principles of the 
| Cyprianick Age, hath ſhewed to be as clear as the me- 
ridian Sun) whether the Extent of their 1 
be leſſer or greater, it can make no Diſtinction of the, 
kind of Government; for (as we uſe to ſay) majus 
& minus non variant ſpetiem, tho being of any thing 
fer or greater, doth not alter its kind. A little Man, 
a ſmall Stature, is as truly a Man as a Giant is. The 
ancient Kings of Canaan, whoſe Dominion extended 
no farther. but. to one City and its Villages, were as. 
truly Kings as Solomon, who reigned over all the 
Land · Even ſo 2 Biſhop, having true Epiſcopal Juriſ- 
Fa 2 over the n and Ne 1 — ne 
amly, is as true a Biſhep, as he ” whole Juriſdiction, 
- reagheth unto a whole Province. Srcondy: 


o 
/ 


' Fecendly, As to the Reaſon which you give of the 
Parochial Biſhop's Juriſdiction over the Presbyters of 
that Pariſh, Viz. Becauſe he had the origins * 
o be Paſtor of it, and ſo, though he did ordain ? 
Pee yet they could have no Juriſdition within 
his Pariſh, but, while they' remained there, behoved 
be ſubje& to him; it is but a valn and groundleſs 
ceit, which doth neither 2 with Reaſon nor 
true Presbyterian Principles; For, as it is adyanced 
without any juſt Ground or Probation, fo, if your Par- 
ochial Bifhop was no more but a resbyter, his ordain- 
ing other Presbyters in the fame Pariſh, gave 'them 
an equal Title wick himſelf to the Paſtorſhip of it: 
For if the Paſtorſhip over the Flock of God. be ef- 
ſential to the Office of a Presbyter, it was not in the 
power of the Ordainer (as you prove in another Caſe, ) 
o confer the Order, and reſerve any thing which was 
fential unto it. And therefore we find ſome anci- 
ent Canons declaring, that rd inations of Preſ- 
byters, as ſhould be made Ae, or without 
any particular Cure, to be null and void. But I re- 
fer you for the farther Confutation of this Scheme to 
that excellent Book before-mentioned written by Dr- 
Maurice in defence of Dioceſan Epiſtopa . 
In the Third place then, I come to confirm the Prela- 
tical Gentleman's three Arguments for Prelacy, and to 
vindicate them from your Exceptions. And 1f, he 
pleaded that Prelacy being found univerſally. eſtabli- 
thed in the Church, it is impoſlible'that it could ever 
have been brought into it, without any noiſe or oppo- 
bition, if it had not been ſettled. by the Apoſtles ; and 
we behoved certainly to have the time and manner of 
its coming 1in'recdrded; which is a very good. Argu- 
ment, and all the Presbyterians in the World will ne- 
yer be able to anſwer it. (0 b 
No you ſay, that Prelacy crept in by piece · meal, 
. 1 many other Errors have done, and ſo you e 1 
| i? Fw Pe] mm. ter SAM 
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\recciy ODA 
bu been NS of 4s a.) Difference 1 the 
fieeping in.of: Errors int ike Oh and the chang- 
25 af its Gvernment ; fo! particular) Errors in Do- 
ciae or M ! by the Devil and his 


N . Field of. the Church, 
_ while „ but it is plainly: impoſſible 83 
EE 2 2 Rulers o 


. A erument could have been 
1 2 05 Prelacy, without being notic- 
Change ied N. e 9. 
. Was there ever. ao Auch+th r 
ſince the Sedan anal the}.\ Wand. 2 en? Wa 
cer the Goveramenc:of the leaſt: Republick chan 
wichaut any n iſe or noticg taken of it in the Wa 
And can any Man in his Witz then think; that ſuch 
2 «thing could befall "rhe Cuholck Chutch (fo vaſtly 
throughout the World) and do Man take 
e it or — — againſt iv?:G 
ment is a thing mage wa; Men are much 0 | 
in, but eſpecially Rulers, that any : Perſon Who 
* really — — t nat all the Fred in the 
Qatboliek. Church: hould ſo ramely:: Part with 
their Liberty, and aun to Prelacy, without mak- 
any aint againſt; or tion unto the 
E mare in nee F. Hellebore than 
to convince him. „ KK}. 
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4 $\ von! = 99 1 ws 0 
r Prelacy e 
tealel th e Qhurch Befere the Ent Kn "Cour 
ut Nite; "for; if tere Was any fuch femote Corner of 
che Workl as excinÞ (which yet 5 to 
have'been onty-a Monki able, as Dr. Monro Thews 
in his forerticntioned licle Book froth pg 22.5. And us 
hath been of Ute inorefully 'Uettonſtrated by the Au- 
cher de Vindjcaror-of Mr. Sg“ Life, yer) I lay ibch 
822 ſuck thing, it canndt enervate the force o 
this Argument - And'therefore it is evident, thut no- 
thing leld than an ApoftolicalConfirution, could have 
been the cauſe of ſuch a Settlement; for there having 
been no general Con fore chat Time, and conſe- 
quently no Authority t6/enjoyn it (except chat of the 
Fe unto w hich the Whole'Church could find 
themſelves obliged to. ſubmilt, it was impoſſible that 
| e oy Mept could harr been cauſed by. 
y thing” but m AY eitel Conſtitution: For, be 
wal will ſuppoſe, that all the Prevbyrers inthe World 
coyld by Kecitient fo unanimouſly _ ire together 
ro part with their Liberty; and ſet acy in All the 
ſeveral at dog ofthe Cathiofick'C he neells make 


7; wo we dificilty of admitting the Eprearetn Original 
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os Ne he bers es, 10 lels incredible 'than "the 


be. NED both 2 en Which, us ar the Perſons 

1 whom you 8 tend this Change been made, 

do further confirm the Te ibAtey & of ir: apt 5er the time | 

vas a time of moſt con . Perfecttion from the 

Pagan Powers, Aten here arte nd wotldly Honours 
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- nity? It is true, we have ont Inſtance of Diotregbes; 
who al a preeminence in the Church inordi y. 
ut, as that was at a Time, vhen the Church had 
me meaſute ofPeace after the Perſecution of Domitian, 
ſo it is but a ſingle Inſtance ; and that of one, who, 
deſpiſing the Apoſtolick Authority, could not be 
thought willing to ſuffer for his Religion; yea, and e- 
ven that ſcems to afford an Argument againſt Parity: 
or, if there had been no Preeminence already eſtabli- 
hed in the Church, we cannot reaſonably ſuppoſe 
that Oiotrepbes ſhould have preſumed to have obtained 
it contrary to the ſettled Order of the Church and under 
the Eye of the Apoſtle St. Jahn [ire bor com nt 
And, if the time renders this Change incredible, 
then much more the Perſons by whom it is ſaid to have 
en made, thoſe primitive Biſhops baving been gene- 
rally Men of eminent Sanctity, Whoſe Zeal. was ſo 
warm for the Inſtitutions of Chriſt, that they were. 
aily ready to lay down their Lives, and molt of them 
id actually lay them down for theT eltimony ot Jeſus. 
And what a ſtrange unaccountable Tung en is it, 
and hoyy injurious to the memory of thoſe holy Mar- 
tyrs, to ſuppoſe, that at the ſame time, when they 
were offering up their Lives in bearing teſtimony to 
the Truth, they ſhould, through vain Ambition, la- 
bour to change any of the Iaſtitutions of Chriſt? And 
fo the Parallels, which you pretend to give of the ſud- 
den defection of the Iſraelites to the worſhip of the 
golden Calf, &. muſt be altogether im pertinent. 
ut you tell us, that the nearneſs to the Apoſtolical 
Times, was no Preſervative from Ambition, as it was 
not from Error; ſeverals of which you pretend to have 
dee an univerſal Reception for the firſt and ſecond 
LwEnturies, 4 J y 2 0 
Anſw. 1. I have ſhewed already how unreaſonable it is 
to ſuppoſe that thoſe good Men ſhould,through'yain Am- 


bitioo,labour to change any of xe laſticycions of (ia. 
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ere duty ready to lay down their ive, 
og 


for them, and truly they were ſo far from beir 

ambitious, that they were generally unwilling: to ac- 
ce pt and undergo the Burden of thoſe Promotions, 
which (as I ſaid e) expoſed them to all. the Care: 


and Terrors where with the Devil and the World cou 


load them. But 24%, Though we'ſhould be fo unrea- 
ſonable and uncharitable, as to fes, them thus cul- 
pably ambitieus; yet it was impoſſible (as I have ſhew- 


6d alſo before} that all the Ambition and Cunning of, - 
Men and Devils could have wrought ſuch a Change in 


the Catholick Church · zh, There was never any 
Error of Conſequence, which, obtained any thing like 
a general (and much leſs an univerſal) Reception 
in the Church, without conſiderable Oppoſition 
made unte it. And (though it be not much to the pur- 
poſe we have in Hand) I muſt tell you, that, to alledge 
any thing of that kind to have obtained an univerſal 
Reception in the firſt and ſecond Centuries, is a piece 
of the moſt high and hainous Preſumption, it bein 

no leſs than an accuſing of thoſg holy Marty rs. in whoſe 
Blood the Seeds of the Chriſtian Church'were ſown ; 
and many ot whom, being acted by the-immediate an 

n of the holy Spirit, were the pri- 
mitive Lights and Pillars of Chriltianity.. For my 
part, if I were ſure that any Bd: ine had been uni- 


verſally received in the firſt two Ages, I ſhould be 


very un willing to Todk upon it as an Error; for I am 
no conſiderable evil Conſe- 
i 


quence: And as t which you mention more than 


once of Papias concerning the Millenary Doctt ine, you | 


are too raſſi in your judgment: For, as Exſebras 

he hath not been corrupted) doth plainly contradict 
himſelf, compare lib, 3. cap. 2 5. with 3% in. th 
count which he gives of Papiar, and as it 13 not to be 
thought, that Pagiess Doctrine (which was embraced 


by che great Ireheus) ah ſo groſs as it iz repreſented by 
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oy ou pretend 221 us nge akne primitive 
Gorernment ic was xtled Jl the, Clinch by. the 
Apoſtles : ad lo ou tell us, 5 That dg Jef twelve 


 Sheftles behind him, probibiting al Superiority among them, 
ph wth,” A 5 ne ude from 
thbence? 1 ſee nothing can greeri — it, bur 

chat therefare there ĩs no Su n 4 — A- 


Biſhops jure divine 1 2 my eady to grant; 
Nope you will not lay; tha 18 Which 
they ained. in. the ſever Church Were not infe- 
 Tior to them, and did not act in Subordinat ion to them: 


And except you ſay that (which, will by no means fol- 
* _ your Antece 1 on einen ad 


245. 'You tell us, U being ary the Ap 
; aiſperſe — throu _ World, th r 4 

competent Number of Paſhors to ſucceed them at Jeruſalem, 
who are called, indifferently Rreslgters.or Biſhops : Thoſe, 
according to the Apoſtles pattern, n to act anal 


and in. 4 Precbytery together. 
Now, all this is . ally 6 2nd perhaps. may 
as eaſily believed of you awn Party, 
though there be not the FA y' roun of Probability or 
8 of 1 in it. For hl do not remem- 
ber that choſe Church” Offic 


ers, W wh the Apoſtles 
el and left hebhind them at Jeraſalem, are ever 


e a . ee ume are 
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ſometimes called Biſhops, and Biſhops Prez : 
from which the urmoſt that can be conclude 1 t 
Identity of the Order, which ( as Tſhewed before 
can give no advantage to our Seth Presbyteri 

doubt not but the Apoſtles, at their Di rflon, left be. 
hind them a conſiderable Number of Chur 


at Feruſalem ; for the many thoufan which wer 
converted to the Chriſtian Faith a+ ity, di 


neceſlarly" require it · But who. told you that they 
oe! tber; I know 

ou ſay it may 11. 22 39. 
ut it ſeems you favs a better Faculty of Cefn 
than others have : For toy parry I cannot gather any 
ſich thing from the words. of the Sacred Hiſtorian; 
for v. 22+ it is ſaid, that be Church which was. at 
n forth Barnabas, Fr. Where you. ſa 
we read of Presbyters acting in. Parity together about 


* 


ter 
ch Officers 


Church Affairs, without any mention of a Biſhop a- 


mong them. But] fay, if there be no mention of a 


Biſhop there, ſb neither is there of a Pregbyter. Now, 


if you gueſs that there were Presbyters, why may not 
I gueſs as well that there were Apoſtles or 1 | 
mong them; for I am ſure the word Church wi Tak. 
ficiently comprehend all: And we have more than 
one of the Apaſtles faid to be there in the Beginning of 
the next C 3 ht And'if they. were there, do. you 
think that the Presbyters of Feruſalem ated: in Parity 
with them ? If you think fa, I boge few reaſonable 


Men will think with you, If a Popiſh Council ſhould 


ſend forth ſome of their Clergy to tha Eaſt Indies to 
convert Infidels, or to confirm rhoſe who. are already 


. Converted, and this were retorded, of them by ſame 


Hiſtorian, without.making any mention of the Pope 


or his'Legates, would any Man be ſo fooliſh as ta con- 


elude, that they had acted in Parity. without any de- 


pendance upon the Pope and his Legates? And I muſt 


ſay, that your Conclulion is no better founded, Ang 
RI hs bt CCC as 
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then inthe ag and 30 Verſes, we haye only a Narrati 
on of the Diſs les ſending their Clan every Man 
cording to his Ability, for relief of the poor 
; rethren which were in Fudee, by the hands of Barna- 
bas and Saul. And how that could amount unto any 
authoritative Act, whether in Parity or Imparity, I 
' Cannotſee. It is true. it is ſaid, that they determined 
to do this (in the Greek Se Which will im- 
port no more but a joint Reſolution. Such a mattbr 
was not the proper Object of a judicial Act: And though 
; oF ſhould be . 6 05 3 yet it is plain, that there were 

poſtles among them, and ſo no*Parity, | 


Again you tell us, the ſame thing is clear from 48. | 


15. 4. But, if you can ſee ſuch a thing clearly there, I 
muſt ſay, that either you are a very ſharp-{ighted 
Gentleman, or elſe Iam very blind, who can ſee no- 
thing like it at all. 
when they were come to Jeruſalem, they were received of the 
Church, and of the Apoſtles, and Elders. Where, I think, 
he would ftand in need of the Eyes of a Lynx, who can 
ſee any, thing like Presbytery ; For whatſoever this 
Act of receiving may import, it is ridiculous wo, (ay, 
thar the Apoſtles and Ie and the Body of the 
Church had an equal Authority in it. For this were 
to level all Aut 

in the Church. And to ſay, becauſe the Apoſtles and 
Elders are joined together in this AQ, therefore they 
acted in Parity, is certainly a very bad Conſequence, 
ſeeing it is unqueſtionable that the Apoſtles, while 
they lived, had an Authority ſuperior to all other 
Church Officers „ 1 

And then, as to that place A 21. from v. 18 · ta 
25. it 


* 


James and af the Elders were preſent; and ſo James and 
his Presbyters gave the following Advice to St. Paal. 
Where we have James, who was Biſhop at Feruſalem, 


_ plainly. 


W 2 


"* ,, 


The words of St. Luke are, and 


ority, and to eſtabliſh a Democracy 


xrds a much ; better argument for Prelacy 
than againſt it: For it is ſaid, that Paul came in to 


—_— 


” T $ | 
lainly diſtinguiſhed from che reſt of the Elders, an 
{> the iſhop and his Synod of Elders a hi0 Bien | 
E but witch a due Subordination; for if ame! 
ad not been inveſted with a Dignity fuperior to the 
reſt of the Elders, why ſhould it have been ſaid that 
Paul came to him, and all the Elders were preſent with 
him ? This Paſlage therefore is fo far from favourin 
Presbytery, that, upon the contrary, we have in it 4 
plain Indication of the Prelacy of St. m. 
Again you tell us, that 48. 15. We bavea Synod 4. 
bout ſome. extraordinary Affairs ' conveened in Jeruſalem, 
which conſiſted ef Apoſtles and Prertbyters and Brethren ; 
and in this Synod we find the Presbyters acting in Parity 
with the Apoſtles, for « Pattern 'to Church Fudicatories in 
„„ / I TD 4 
: Anſ. We are content that the firſt Apoſtolical Coun- 
cil at ꝓeruſalem ſhould be a Pattern to Church Tudica- 
tories in all time coming; for the Apr and Elders 
are manifeſt] at Judicatory did 


y the perſons of whom t 7 
conſiſt. It ſeems indeed, that ſome of the moſt emi- 
nent of the Brethren were preſent, and approved what 
was done by the Apoſtles and Elders, for the greater 
Solemnity of the Action: But there is not the leaſt 
ſtep to be found of their being concerned in the au- 
thoritative Deciſion of the Queſtion." For 1½. The 
Sommiſſion which Paul and Barnabas received, was 
only to conſult the Apoſtles and Elders, v. 2. and then 
v. 6. it is only ſaid, that the Apoſtles and Elders came 

to conſider of that Matter · It 'is true, that, 
after the Deciſion ef the Queſtion, the Conſenr of the 
Brethren and the whole Church is brought in to tendet 
the Act more ſolemn; but we find nu Body authdri- 
tatively concerned in the Action, except only the A- 
e and Elders : Neither can we think that the 
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that were e Apoſtles, and Elders 
ordamned i to eto hot without any men! 
a of a Men e over e and that judicial A. 
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wore, recomme a Church Rulers in the Plutal, 
| rlam,.. Ge. Apſw. We do not 
[4 —— der Ne oe at the firſt planting: of the 


| 72 bare bon n which: appears not 
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. over 3 
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bunch 91 9 

90 for Tn of the -great Muititude 
in it, which required a good Number of 
their Paſtors, 


as 3 
1 namerous, having 4 titude of Presbyters in 
= | j as Hierome ſays) by inks of their 


und! it 
8 Rulers. 
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+ But dcin Jonte lun, arg. Pexl called 15 


which. he could not have done, if Ny had been 


9 7 Nc) That Nm 4 


- ace e Which have 
fora ĩt myſt be p 
— ei 


nt N 


5 Gen 
mee een 


of 


the Revelation,as | will have ocgaſion after ward to 


. and gave them a Charge 
without mentioning any thing of 
his Authority over. them, or their Puty unto him 


eir 9 Anſw:, You have been f | 
mu thoſe w ka thank writtetii in defence = — ene 


( * eciealerty by the learned Dr.!Monro.in his 
Excel! t little Book called 4. Hoy Aare the new 
Epheſus, was after all. thoſe 


og placed whi 
mentioned in the A#s 2 — . Aer 


= Haul s. Delivery from the fi . 


you, pleaſe, y may cn 
11 lon up 6g 1. E 
Truth ia 0 


gd. the 
ſorted N vindicated 
iin, that thoſe gf your P | 
-uſe 3 — ad EI 


bye. KY 
d, : the nge may 8 
te! 08 8 


= == ty t ht ou bays e proved Preabſi- 


Government, 
known in that AG 2h Preldgy bad 1 


1 w . trul you have not brought 

em ane wachen We mk 
that Conc on e you draw from your. 8 
poſition ns it, Djogeſan Epiſcopac 


which I defire that. fo1 r.-betr yg A.» 
kee 24 Dr. Maariers — I 505 1 
e it 2 N 


. 9 n. Ala r 


? 1 34 )» 


P 
But then you give us other four Argu wa 
of Syllogiſm, to conclude againſt Dieren Ee 4 
which are all of the ſame Kidney, ſad Sophiſtical Sy1- 
41 7 Majors carry an Appearance of univer- 


from which.no ſuch Concluſion can be drawn, And 
therefore (it not being worth my pains to go through 
them all, and take notice of the particular Falſhoods 
that are in them; I ſhall only illuſtrate the Sophiſtry 
of the firſt by an Argumentation of the ſame kind, thus; 


Tube Prieſts under the Law; which were of God's Ap. 


intment, were to atteud eontinually and offer all the 
bY ſices for the People, but the High Prieſts neither 
were - obliged, nor could they offer all the Sacrifices 
for the People; and therefore the High Prieſts were 
no Prieſts of Ged's Appoititment : Which every Bod 
muſt confeſs to be a falſe Sophiſtical Concluſion. Tho 
Biſhops of whom you ſpeak were mere Presbyters,they 
are expreſly ſo called, 48+ 20. '17. and though they be 
ſometimes called *Em:azo#%,, which we tranſlate Bi- 
ſhops; yet the outmoſt that can be concluded from 
thence, is only the Identity of the Order, which (as I 
- have ſhewed before) can yield no advantage to the 
Presbyterian Cauſe among us: But chat there were o- 
ther Biſhops of a ſuperior Dignity and Juriſdiction in- 
ſtituted by the Apoſtles, as I have ſhewed already by 
unanſwerable Reaſons, in the confirming and vindi- 
caring the Prelatical Gentleman's firſt Argument; ſo I 
ſhall endeavour (God willing) further to demonſtrate 
by confirming and vindicating his other two Arguments 
from Scripture. t 
I écome then in the next place, to the Vindication 
of the Gentleman's ſecond Argument for Prelacy, 
_ which'ls taken from Timothy and Titus being ordained 
Biſhops by Bt, Pen; and here, before I touch any _ 
BETS) „ + 8p t 
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| the prima ive Government of the Church beyond 


{copacy,; 


y are only particular Propoſitions; 


eros ses de rn ly 25 


us Mg 


| 35 proved that they did it alns; for though they are direct᷑- 
ed to orden Preabyters, to rebuke t bem, 


nge preach the word, to be inſtant, Ge. 2 Tim. 4. 


Mader atar 4 


better Proof for a thing of that kind. And I appeal 
«0. N Judgment of . 


"C35 7) 


is Point] deſire the Reader maꝝ be pleaſed 
w unreaſonable it is, that the VBonjectures 


We 
to conſid 
47 Me Men delg ning to ſupport a Party, ſhould: be laid in 
nce with the uniforta Teſtimony of all the An- 
. Fathers and Hiſtories of the Church, who do all 
2 aſſert, chat Timothy was Biſhop of Ephe- 
as *. dained 23 St. Paul, and Titus of Crete. It. is 
ue rom * Paul's Cpillles to them, that he ordaitis 
15 em to exerciſe an Epiſcopal Power in thoſe Pla 
and there fore the univerſal Conſent of the Fathers an 
Hiſtories of the Church concurring to aſſert that they 
were'truly-the firſt Biſhops there, I think we have a 
— 2 Probation ot the matter of Fact. And lam 
ſureyif you bad much to ſay againſt. ir, vou would 
pm Exzogel 3 it. 2 
Hut you ſay, Ten emm rb Timothy Titus e's U 
ed ard extreiſed Diſcipline in thoſe places, bus it can never 


(90, it can no 
more be canoluded from thence, that they bad the ſole power 
2 Ordination und Diſtipline, excluſive ef the other Pattors 

bere, than ie can be inferred that Timothy: had the ſole 
po of | Preaching in Epheſus, becauſe the e direfts 


2.. But the matter is only, Timothy ig ritten to arthe 
| chiaf. Benſon of ghe * Epheſus, bo probably was 
ere of the Predbytery, While be was 
iT; | 


1 

Iggo. which 17 1 k is plain that. Mer y end * 
Tien ad the ower of ordaining,rebuking and correct - 
ing Elders, and o Ae e choſe that were Heretical, 


— unto th is a true Epiſcopal Power: 
And ſo (as I ſaid — N ) the . of all Anti- 


quity concurring to aſſert that they were Bi 
of thoſe places, I cannot ſee how we ſhould need a 


, 


| . 22 1 ( 736 3) | > C 
er, whether any Man may reaſonably” ee e to ſet 
up agza inſt ſuch Evidence, except he could demonſtrate 
the Impoſſibilieꝶ of the Facts. And yet all thoſe things 
which 7 againft them are but Frifles and Con- 
jectures: „As to that which 2 ſay; that it 
cannot be proved that they exerciſed that Power alone 
Fa thoſe places it is nothing to the purpoſe; ſeeing tho 
Probation of their having any Partner in it, is mani- 
Feſtly incumbent upon you, for we can never be obli- 
yed to prove i Negaxive of that kind. It is enough for 
us that the Apoſtle dorh commit ſuch a' Power to 
them, without mentioning of any Partner in ir. More- 
over that Power, which the Apoſtle in hisEpiſtles'doth 
commit to them.ſeems'naturaily to b Equali- 
ty in the Partnerſhip of it; for to what. purpoſe ſhould 
the Apoſtle have enjoined*Timarby not to lay hands 
ſuddenly on any Man but take heed that they ſhould 

be ſo and ſo qualified, if any other within that Society 
krould have done it without his Conſent, Or, to what 
12 2M oſe ſhould he have enoined him not to receive 
An Accufation againſt an Elder, but under the mouth 
of two or three Witneſſel if ir could have been done 

by others without him? We do not plead that he 
exerciſed that Power alone without the Concurrence 


bt the Presbyters of Epbeſur (though we ſuppoſe it 
Fold be hard to prove that he did at 


khat the e have theit on Shate of the Go- 
vernment of the Church committed to them, by vertue 
of their Office; but the Exerciſe of ip is to- be ſtill 

- with a due Sübordination unto the Biſhop, Who is 
their Ruler. And fo the Power exerciſed by Timirby, 
according to th direction of the Npoſtle. is of © quite 
Aifferent nature from that which 586 competent to a 
_ "fimple Moderator, or mouth of a Presbytery,'as you 


tune rn 
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e b ed Boes proved by many; ee 


Pauls 0K B73 leave Prexbyters 

oy F have not ſeen any of 3 many who have 
prot ed that Timothy and Ti:*& were not DioceſanPrelates 

thoſe places, and I have told you before, that we donot 
ſay that Timorhy was Biſhop of Epbeſus, ven St. Pan! 
took his leave of the Faber and have directed 
Yyouto Dr. buy tor anſwering of your Brethrens 
ions upon that“ head. "And as to that which 


Tov "If be ba r could not 
work, 


bur be bim to Ray there" in bis Dioceſe 'to do bis 
This bad been « tacite Refletion 3 bim, à if be 
bad been averſe to do bis Duty; it is but a ſilly Cavil For 
there can be no doubt, but St. Paul might have be- 
ſought him to take upon him the Office of a Biſhop at 
Eypleſas, which was effectually to bid him ſtay thers.; 
and that is certainly the meaning af the Apoltle i in the 
P which you mention · rad 
Now I come to the Vind icaron of thee: Gentleman's 
-third Argument, which e tell us) is taken from 
Angels of ebe, ſeven Ch of Alta, Revelat. 2. thoſe 
being Jmgle Perſons or Biſhops, which bad the care of thoſe 
Churctbs, to whom Cbriſt Aire, bis Apiſtles: And ſo you 
anſwer, 11110!” b you ſhould" yield ae Angels wers 
Single Perſons, zer it would do our Cauſe no ſervice,” ſeci 
we can never prove that they were any more than * f 
dents or Moderators of Presbylerium Ge. 2.11 
Now unto this I reply, thar ĩt is plain 3 
Saviour'sEpiſtles to thoſe Angels, hat they were inveſt- 
ed with an Epiſcopal power and Juriſdiction over 
thoſe Churches whoſe Angels they for they are 
pblamed and threatned for the Faults, and commended 
for che Virtyes of thoſe Churches ; - which: could: "not 
reaſonably have been done, ił they had not been in- 
veſted with more Power than fimple Moderators. And 
[ ** we ſhodld: — thac OTE * might. 
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6 that Timophy wei not Biſhop of Aer when | 
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hut bby; word Angel 3s #9 
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dur )«to write, rachgrahaphe uld Note 


«6.82. 
ol it ſelf ( 2 fa) imp import no ſuch Dads yet 2 5 


it is Fee of bea 
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which I that it isſtrange you ſhould have t 
fidence ſtill to make uſe of this Shift to 5 


3 Argument, aft kN it 2 been ſo 8 


e 7 by th IT r 
15 Na . LE 
thoughr, 


in his little Book beforemention 
may be pleaſed to conſult for 1 
particular. But nevertheleſs, leſt 


Thar: I ſhould paſs ir on too Abele 27 ſhould ſay 
no more to it in this place; ; pleaſed. | conſger, 
that though we grant a Word, i r nu 
may be ſometimes tacen 2 32 kl Leal 77 5 
Multituce ʒ yet there is no Parallel be founq, 


either in Sacred or profane r rs Gan, t * 
pee any as more aer than to ogy afte 
ou would have St. Fobn to d 1 
lor 1 bo would not laugh him, ro "ak _ 
ſhould write 2 Lecter to the Aldermen. of the 'City,of 
or to the Bai lie of the Giy of, of Edinkigh in the 
number, and yet aft fror wh ridicul ulous manner 
vill ou have · St · qohn ( fro mouth af our: dec 

c 
to favour your n 


But veutell » chat the „ word bo in cap. 
2 . . (| dranſlated:Youg' bring a Plural 
- word, dobhetrafirin Hhtrcebefiave Senſe of the word Angel; 
for\'if ebe-rE pafble HMH bean directed to a fingle Perſon, John 
Sway ey to Thee and do the reſt, and not to ho. Allo 
tell us, that v. 10. of the fare Chapter, After be 
ath ræborted the Angel For the. Church of S yrna #0 fear 
"ihe of thoſe rhings which he ſbonld ſuffer,. immediately 
ea: Behold e al caſt eau. into a 
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that Adds tryed ; Where the word You is alſo” Plaral.. 


Unto which I by, I * 15 there is not oy much 
as an Appearance of a ty in v. 10. ſeeing St. ahn 
there writes not to, but of the Multitude; as if he had 
ſaid the Devil ſhall caſt ſome of your Church or 


People into priſon, 24). As tov. 24. If our Reading 


be retained, (which is not agteeable to the famous 
Alexandtinu Manuſcript) the Plural word Jon may be 
referred to all tbe Churches mentioned in the former ver. 


and not to the Presbyters of Thyatira« 3d. Though 


we ſhould grant that the Plural word You, may be re- 
ferred to the Presbyters of Thyatira, together with their 


Biſhop, it could be no prejudice to our Ly ion of 


the word Angel in the Inſcription of the Epiſtle z and 
the utmoſt that can be made of ir, is, That all bein 
concerned in that which was written to the Biſhop, 
St. Jabn in that ver. turns his Speech unto them all, to let 
xhem know ſo much + Neither will it therefore follow 
that the Epiſtle was not written to a ſingle Perſon, 
but only that it was not he alone Who was concern 

in it; and that ſuch an Apoſtrophe was neither imper- 
tinent nor unuſual in that Age, we may ſee from the 
laſt words of the Epiſtle to Titus, where, though the 
Epiſtle was expreſly directed 20 Tins, andthe Apoſtle 
was ſpeaking to him immediately before, as well as 
through all the reſt of the Epiſtlęe; yet in thoſe laſt 


the Epiſtle of St. tius to Polycarp Biſhop of Srngrns 


(ho was one of thoſe Angels) where we find in the 


fixth Paragraph juſt ſuch another 4poſtrophe to the 
whole Church, though the Epiſtle = expreſly di- 


rected to Polearp by Name. 


And whereas you ay” farther; Ther the 4ngel of 'the 
Church of Epheſus, unto whom \tbe Epiſtle is directas Re- 


already proged from Act. 20. 8. that Fhis Church bad 


words he directs his Speech to the whole Church to- 
gether with him. And this is alſo very plain from 


velat. 2. 1“ could not be a Dioteſun Biſhop, ſteing it is 


„ Janne. 
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err rob een Gon; and for thoſa who | 
v_ 3 3 at * — bim A, 
#0 it injury making | gui ey = £ C Q «4 Y N 
I anſwer, that (as I ſhewed before 2 85 


ed. Act. 10. 48. were only Presbyters; and that 

Timothy was not ſettled Biſhop there for ſexeral Tears 8 
after that time, until St. Paul was delivered from his of 
firſt Impriſonment at Mme. And as to the injury, which | (1; 


you ſay was done to Timothy by maki him Biſhop 


| 
| 
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there, and S ( as you ſuppoſe) the Angel _ 
unto-whom the Epiſtle was written Revele?, 2.1.1 | 

all not inquire how far this might have heen injuri- bre 
ous to him; but truly it will not follow, that, becauſe „ 


Timothy'was conſtituted the firſt Biſhop of 'Epbeſus by 
St. Paul, therefore he was the Angel untawhom, the 
Epiſtle was directed by St. Fobn, Revelae...2+, 1. For | Pl. 
Timothy having been a tender and valetudinary Man, Ra 
(as we may ſee from 1 Tam. 5. 13. it is, very prob- * 
able that he did not live ſo long. We have infeed no thi 
account of his Matyrdom, nor of the particular time the 
ol his Death; but we cannot reaſonably think that he * 
ſhould live ſo long as the Baniſhment of St: Fobn to CE 
Patmos, which is reckoned to have been about the 92 2 
Fear of Chriſt, in the Reign of Domian whereas *% 
Delivery of St. Paal from his | firſt Impriſonment at 
es is reckened to haye been the 61 Yearot 45 
Chriſt in the Reign of Ne! Tal ng about = 
| 20 Years the ſettling Time: ly Brſhop of Ele by An 
St. Faul, and the w of the Reve/ation by St. Jobs, col 
a | - 4. 
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pee ee the Epiſtle was directed. W. 
no . cher object, That. Chrift threatens (v 
3 be eren of the Ange/, and we 7 

_ - eannot think that ud remove the Goſpel from 4 whole of 


| Chureb for the fi ef one Dicceſan Biſhop 3 it ie of no mo- 
1 ment: For as there muſt be b leckte Difference be- 1 


twirt the removing of the Candleſtick fox the Sins * of 
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A Dioceſan Biſbop, a 2 Sina ge a College of \ 
Presbyters.;. ſo as I have ſaid before ) the Angels ars 
plainly reproved for the Sins of the Churches commit- 
red to their Charge, as Neat . 14, 15. and con- 
ſequentl 2 120 T's threaten to 2 tha 
Candle ick fror be ese uſe of the Sins 
of the Biſhop, but om eof the the Church it 


ſelf, 4 4 which i ir, is like af the. Biſhop had ſome 
4555 On. 


But you, JOS yet ale That theſe Angels are. an 

2 in your Senſe by the ancient Fathers, ſuch as Am- 1 

Aug ing Gregory; Aretas. Primaſius ' and 

Many of Shed 5 the Schoolmen and latter Interpreders. 
Anſ. ancient Fathers underſtand the Angels 

in your Nas why do you not tell us in what place or 

Places of their Works this is to be found? It that 

Rate any Man may cite as many of the Fathers, as ba 


pleaſes, for any of his Opinions; but no Man can 
think "bimſelf obliged to're ? 


Ae or anſwer ſuch Au- 
thorkieg robe = nothing upon the Revele 
and 1 cannot fin a word of phe 


tien 5; 8 

e Angels of the ſeven. 

Churches in any part of his: Works, 8t Auguſtine alſo 
writes nothing upon the Revelation; and I find as little ok. 
thoſe, Angels in any part of his Works, except in Eyiſt. 
162. "Where ays, Divine voce, ſub nomine A. 
laudatuy brepitus Ecclefie: Tray tis; By the voice of Godg 
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the Fn er of : the Church i braiſed under the name f 
Angel. hich. is a pied, e pony againſt 
called ive Senſe of the word · Ie i true th 1d is a Bari. puri- 


ous Book annexed to the ee e 8 
Works, confayning ſme, Homilies 


which hath 15 U cit re tile or judgment 
0 4 7 ane ene dthere Fan che- — 1 ing, 


Angels the 1 5 0 is to be und 
phage tier? F the place 2 your Authar points at. - 


t I muſt tell you, t whatſoever the Author 
of the * r be) the Pas voul be moſt 71095 


Ferti: 


aid ſo b 


tly cited for STE dae ; for it is not of the 


2 or 
2 icÞ winks nn 
in ate the N ob 


King of 2rabie; and another for - 
enſtns Ceſar : ; but I do not re- 


Writes, 12 Su there Wis one Aren or Aretius 


| cal Writers C o is aid to be of the ſame 
fulgment w with je er concerning the Angels of the 


all che ere ry Churches of Chriſt w weil , ry” 
theit ' Angels te Governou ofa che reſt 
hurches, df which I find «greg idee 


ob the 


ed though I cannot ſay very clearly) by Frimaſiut. 


But I cannot ſee any t ing khat N the collect ive 
Senſe of the word Ange? 1 fo, that the candid 


Nader ma -be enabled to 11 ge of the "Truth in that 
perticalar, ar hall Ter dawn here the words of Primiafous 
in his Commentary u pn Nebler. cep. 1: which in the 


Orginat Latin aro S Nene Agen, ſims ſeptem e- 
clin, {ed & candelibid feyrem Ecclefie fat : Stellar 
Aagelor Eeclefiarim E randelebra 7 725 All. 

— 3 ſunt: i enim ma eſt Eccles ſepti- , 
at, Jeut e off Columba mes, whe oft Per. 

| erunt Sſeptems : Nam þ fe em 
e nn N Angeles 


* obs quod bs 4 Angeli 
tes Align: 
SS por Angels inomgrne nec 


1s, qui fongul;s Ecclefiis profidentes, 
aumumei me. Nam Angeli n 
Ne may be Ye trnllated 
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* Tent * e e 


tin: 4 


e u Ciebt whit the ſpeakt, but of thoſe - 
win food fond tow th Theo e of God, Nele. 
7.- t. A for do not tell us what Gregory ' 


you mean, and fon ſo = a hr av well have cited Cyril, 
to your 4retes, I know bim 
11 ee was in the days of the 


ame among the Eocleſiaſtical 
of Ceſares, Who ig fumbered among the Ec- 


t'by che 32 Alen Churches, 
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into Evgliſh thus. The feen are the dnigelr of the feinn 
. Churches, and ; the ſeven Candleſticks are the ſemm Churalos. 
He ſaid the Stars are the Angel of the Churches, nd whe 
- Candleſticks are the Churches; which things. are +0 be d.. 
gently confidered ; For, if abe ſeoru-formed Church. be , 
, 45 it is deferibed, My Dove is one. my: Perfect (r 
lee J h one; the Angels: likewiſe. will nes be fs; 
fer F they are ſrvem, thaſt Churgher which: bu” hub 42 
na d havp Angels, and thi raſt have 1 Neither dai 
_ to be theaught, that the Names & Angels e | nts 
vel, Man, 4: ſame have incongruouſly judged; © But byzhe 
Ang, of the Churebes t are: rather 


incongruouſi 
| Rulers of the Pe 
" be, pn-derfloed, who, pref Ing ever sbs. ſeveral Churchu, ca: 
> Meſſengers, deliver the: word of Lift unto al ; for the 
, wors. ...nge — . 9 4 Fignifier s Meſſenger. 2 
Again in his Commentary upon the zd "cap: he ſaith, 
that the writing to the Angel of every:Church, is che 
ſame thing. as if he had. written to the Church it ſelf, 
: which, he, proveth from the -firſt and general part of 
St. Jahn Commiſſion cap..1 / 1 1»where he is commanded 
to write, what he ſhould ſee in a Book, and ſend itto 
the ſeven. Churches. By which he means that thoſe E- 
. piſtles which. concerned the Churches, being dire&- 
ed to the ſevefal Angels or Rulers, it is the ſame thing 
upon the Matter, as if they kad been directed to the 
hurches themſelves. All which can make notht 
for the called i vs Senſe of the Word: Angel. 1 confeſs 
that this Commentary of Primaſius is ſo very obſeuve, 
that ir doth. rather darken than illuminate the Text ; 
but I ſee nothing in it that can be ſaid in the leaſt to 
favour the colleFive Senſe ot the Word Angel, whith 
Was altogether unknown to the Ancients, being only 
A late Invention of the Champions for the Presbyrerian 
. 2 to ſupport their novel Opinion. Among whem 
| ve may juſtly reckon thoſe Schoolmen which 
mention, being Popiſh Presbyterians, who are e 
ted From the r of Biſhops by the Pope's Au- 
| | 2 thori 


oy 


2 


( 44 ). mY 
thority: And in effect it is from thoſe (who diſputed jn 
the zeil of Trens _ the divine Right of Epiſ- 
-copacy, that they might centre it in the Pope) from 
- whom you derive the chief of thoſe Arguments which 
. you make uſe of againſt us. And, as it is certain that 
ſeveral of the Popiſh Regulars, are as irreconcileabſe E- 
nemies to Biſhops as you are but eſpeciallꝰ the Jeſuites 
(though they are content to embrace heir oboe as 
. have occaſion) ſo it is plain that your Polkicks 
4 — , 


theirs are very near of Kin one to another. 
I come mow in the laſt place to conſider thoſe Teſt i- 
monies of the Ancient Fathers, which you pretend to 
bring againſt the Apoſtolical Inſtitution of Prelacy; 
but, before I enter upon that Subject, I think fr to 
- advertiſe the Reader of the unaccountable Difangenyi- 
Tx the Presbyterian Writers, who” ſtill inſiſt 
_ thoſe pretended Teſtimonies,” without mentioning the 
ſolid Anſwers which have been often given unto them 
by thoſe who have written in Defence of Epiſcopacy 
and gra”, vl, by the Excellent Dr. Pearſon Bp. of 
_ Cheſter, in his Vindication of ius, unto which I 
refer both you and the Reader for your Satisfaction in 
that particular. But, becauſe this my Anſwer may 
come into the Hands of many who cannot find Dr. 
Pearſon's Bok, I ſhall proceed to oonſider briefly the 
Chief of thoſe Teftimonies which youobject againſt the 
Apoſtolick Inſtitution of Prelacy. x. 
And ſo I begin with Hizrome whom you Jug e to be 
one of the choiſeſt of the Fathers, and whoſe Teſtimo- 
ny (you ſay) is 8 to moſt of them: And you 
tell us, that he ſays expreſly, that the Church was ru- 


led communi Preslyterorum comſfilio, or by the common | 


Advice and Counſel of Presbyters, without a Prelate 
over them. Anſw. Though I incline not to detract 

any thing which is due to the Character of Hierome ; 
Yet Jam far from thinking that he was either one of the 
ohoiſci of the Fathers, or that his Teſtimony is peefer- 


* 


vs 


„„ Sings HS. 2. 


-Q * Od wo 


able to moſt of them 
moſt Learned 7 the Fathers, and he was alſo of 
a very ſtrict and auſte 

bed and angry Temper, and frequently miſcarried 
by Paſſion, ſo that ſometimes ſuch Expreſſions dropt 


5 pyrers z butitisp 


0:45.) 


re Life; but he was of a -crab- 


from his Pen, as were neither agreeable to his Cha- 


racter nor to the Tru tn. 1 
However we have no Reaſon to decline his Autho- 
rity; for, as he makes no objection againſt Prelacy, 
ſo he plainly aſſerts the Power of Ordination to be 


per to the Biſhop as his peculiar Right ; and that 


in his Famed Epiſtle to Evagrius, where his Words are 
f Quid enim facit, excepta ordinatione, Epiſcopus quod Preſ- 
Liter mon faciat: That is, What doth 4 bifhop which « Preſ- 


may mot do, excefs.Ordination? And, if I did not 


Her 
e Kade Brevity in this my Anſwer, I might bring ſeve- 


ral other clear Teſtimonies for Prelacy outof his Writ- 


ings. And, although he ſeems indeed to ſuppoſe the 


original Identity of the Order of a Biſhop and Presby- 


ter, yet he doth evidently aſſert the Apoſtolical Inſtitu- 


tion of Prelacy, in that ſame Epiſtle to Evagrins before 
cited, where he ſaith, Nam & Alexandrie « Marco R- 
pa uſque ad Dionyſium & Heraclam Epiſcopos, 


Preſbiters ſemper unum ex ſe electum in excelſiori gradu 


co locatum Epiſcopum nominabant: That is, For at Alexan- 


dria from Mark . the Evangeliſt until Dionyſius and 


Heraclas Biſhops, the Prezbyters did always name one 


choſen from among themſelves and placed in an higher De- 


re to be their Biſhop. Where his Teſtimony for the A- 


oftolick Inſtitution of Prelacy is as clear as needs be. 
Ir is true, I confeſs, that he aſſerts a Biſhop and Pres- 


byter to be originally one and the ſame Order, which 


(as I ſhewed before] can yield no Advantage to your 
Cauſe. I confeſs alſo, that in his Commentary on the 


8 to Titus, cap. I. he ſays, that in the Beginning 


urches were "2; the common Counſel of Pres- 
rom the very ſame place * 
> 1a 
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"RT ein J in the Grlf Pladearis 
or c they gre: , RUMErOUS, AP 
tentions begs gan to ariſe scher Preiß Fung x 
"Words, as you fet them down Page is. Boho the 


3 Hirte 4% Diviſions in thi 238 Churches were 
raid by the a fer Colnſel of 775275 $ * after 7. 

I. 7. remedyin 17 Schiſm, it was decreed that 
Her. ſhould be ſor er rhe oft, to whom the 2 5 le c- 
Fee Church” fhoul 128 Where you ſer down 
mk makes "For 


aally that which Jour | 
nningly omit that which doth, not on y..t e 
e -M the Advantage of the Te May away | 1 you, 
- but alſo clearly eſtabliſh it in . And 

l there e I ſhall ſet down the whole Ie Felge, . az it is in 
the foreſaid Commentary on Tit, cap}. 1. in the origi- 
nal Latin: Antequeam Diaboli inſtinQu ftudi e 8 rels- 
- gion fierens, & diceretur in populis, ego ſum Pauli, ego 
pollo, exo autem Cephe, communi 400 terorum confo- 
io orleſæ gubernabantur : poſtquam vero unuſquiſquie 140. 
| baptizaverat ſues putabat eſſe, non Chriſts; in toto orbe 
ecretum eſt ut unus de Preibiterss eld u. ſug cee cete- 


= = « *® R &# 


an to 1 formed in Aigle, and to 4 
7, 1 am of Paul, and I of Apollo, but 
2 Tf Cephas, tbe Churches were ruled by the common Counſel 
© of Presbyrers ; but after that every one began to  ſupppeſe, : t 
ofe whom bt had baptized did belon 1. himſelf, and not 

4 


ſaid among the 277 


to Cbriſt; it was decreed throughout whole World that 
ent of the Presbyters being choſen, ſhould be ſet over the 
rel, to whom all the care of the Church ſhould pertain, and 
"fo the Seeds of Schiſm might be Fahy away. And now ler 
any Man of common Senſe judge whether Hierome doth 
not eſtabliſn the Apoſtolick Inſtitution of Epiſcopacy. 
lam ſure there is very lirtle Reaſon for your triumph- 
ing as you do, and N promote ſo plain a 
. Falſhood, 2s wand * Prelatiſt: Von nor what tg an- 


_ 


= lean only, to his 


twixt a Bilbog and a Presbyter, is mags: conſuet uin 


0 ( 4! a + f | 

PafTage before cited out of his Epi ifHle to Koarrias.; "Et 

ab fciamus rraditiones Apoſtolic, We Where he dot ex- 

7 call the Re of the Church by Bi | 
$ 


byters and Deacons an Apoſtolical Tradition. 
But you object that Hierome ſays, the Difference be- | 


quam Dominica Diſpoſitiomis veritate : That i is,. Rather 4 
Fo Cuſtom bam tbe Truth of our Lord's Inflitution, Al, 
He may be underſtood to ſay fo, becauſe he ſuppoſeth 
ir en not inſtituted by our Lord while be was in the 
World, nor was thereany expreſs. Inſtitution of it re- 
corded in the holy Scriptures, but that it was only ap- 
pole by theApoſtlesupon theExigency of the church 
fore mentioned: For it is ordinary with the Fa- 
thers to call thoſe Things by the Name of Eccleſiaſtical 
Cuſtomswhich have no expreſs Inſtitutions recorded in 
A fe che the ſuppoſed them to have their 0. 
from the Apo es, as might be ſhewed by many 
+. 4s oh & 1 hal make clearly. to appear in the Caſe 
of St Auguſtive after menitioried: ad chis | think ought 
to be underſtood” to be the Meanin ng of Hierome in the 
Paſſage before mentioned, and'muſt certainly be ſq un- 
derſtood by all thoſe who have ſo much Regard to his 
Gif And irc as to allow him to be e him- 
ſelf-. And if this ſhoulqd not be allowed to be his mean - 


Ing, it mult be ſuppoſed to have been one of thoſe Ex - 


ns which iS e and in Paſſion drop 
om his Pen; pro ol leaye thoſe who will not a 
mit that Senfep his ords to reconcile him unto —.— 
ſelf: For the Forementioned Eyidence which he gives 
for the Apoſtolitk Inſtinrion df. Prelacy.. 7 7 be 
taken eb by it; eſpecially ſeking che Inftance of de- 
$ f Alexandria from St. Mark doth! not 
eſtimon)z y,: but_is delivered te us, 
— N by all Te Ancient gene al Hiſtories of the 
Ch cds. but al the pare ns ar Hiſtory, of the 
Chyrch NB a written'by Rutpobius „ 


riving the prelacy c 
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it muſt be very plain to every vu 


4 1 


eee ee e 
that See, as cited by Dr. Sei lung fleet in his Iren. pag. 2643 
=P by Biſhop "Morton in his Epiſcopacy _—_—_ pag. F 1s 
Ia the next place you tell us, that The Epiſtle to 
e the Magnefiens- aicribed'to Ignatius (as it is cited by. 
« Mr, Turretine) calls ven “,˖iZ and the Adminiſtra- 
4 tion of rhe Church by Presbyters Chriſt's Law, Be- 
„ cauſe it was ſettled by the Apoſtles according to 
« Chriſt's will; but calls it a novel Inſtitution which 
« was in his Time atlvancingaBiſhop above Presbyters.. 
Anſw. It is truly very. ſtrange, how you or any of: 


your Party can have the Confidence to alledge any 
a 


aſſage out of-Ignatins's Epiſtles for your Cauſe ; ſeeing 
ar Reader of them, 
that they contain many and unan{werdble Teſtimonics 
for Prelacy, which ke ſpeaks of every where, as of the 
Ordinance of God, that was fully\ſerrled in his Time: 
Aud if it was ſettled in his Time, it behoved to be from 
the Apoſtles (call it new or old, as you pleaſe) ſeeing 
he was contemporary von the Apoltles, zud did ſee 
Chriſt hinafelf in the Fleſh. And the Lime that he wrote 
his Epiſtles was but a little after the Death of St: Fobn; 
for we are told that he ſuffered Martyrdom in the 
110 Year of Chriſt : Exſeb. in Chron, Hieren, de Script. 
Eccleſiaſt. Spondan. Epitom: in Anm. 110- and St. Fobn 
died in the 101. And ſo that which you ſay pg 20 of ' 
the Epiſtle to the Magneſians, 2 written about the 
Lear * can have no Truth in irt. . 
But that I may anſwer more directly to your Obje- 
Con, though N Mr. Tarretine to be both 
a very judicious and learned Writer, and accordingly 
have a very conſiderable Regard for him, becauſe of 
his learned Defence of the true Reformed-Chriſtian 
Religion againſt, moſt of all its Enemies; yet I muſt 
ſay that this is not the only: Inſtance wherein I have 
found him clench 


ingin bis Citation of the Fathers tor 
the Defence af thoſe Dodixines* which are *pecubarly, | 
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3 vy his dun ore from beef be, not 
at freedom to vary id an thing Andi mult tell ow 
8 chat it is not fair or ingenuous to iuſiſt upon 
thoſe: Paſſages which have been fo: often anſwered, 
without ſa much | as: mentioning thoſe ſblid Anfwe 
e been given unto them: However, 4 


that 
may; not be wanting here to clear arent Diffi- 
* ip os Pente bs ms accord- 

ing to your Repre ſontat ion of ir; Þ ſhall ſet ir down in- 


tire, 1/4. in the Origina Greek,” and ben in Latin 
according as ĩt is fendered! by the Ancient Latin Inter- 


Firſt then in the Original Seek it — 
E er Muh ln idle y. — N ada d dg ] t- 
on, Kal pig Te pan dgipy Deen xeti. Aren A , u 
Ts Gurdidas. & [4 quae ve dane, 4.670 bra, 871 U- 


. lre T TA e MH ©s na . rat 255 rpecgureyi 
co Us Inc's Xp4 8. 


„K U hs 2 PULL e mien ber, 
ANA 14TH uratur de po) 5 jp, bt ins BUT A- 
Cle, x r Tu; e 5 55 be gg g Age G 
ere Thy aro pulu 


7 '@povi ſes & £7. 
de q, αð¾a. ws I. Baer ales Ines 


Xpiet r ππν]Ʒ§˙nν πννι⁰,]%:᷑.! u. 


Which. is thus rendered. by the ee 


| preter. Luis igitun dig natus fam, vi dere vos per Hama as. 


um Deo veſtrum Bpiſcopum, & Preaberos dig nos Bufſung 
8 Apollonium, S conſervum meum -diaconum Yotionem que 
ego fruar; quontiam ſubjebtus M Epiſeeps- ut. Garti Dei, & 
| Paint es legs Feſu Chrifts. 
Epaſcopi, ſed;ſecanduncwurteter Des patres onmem T7everen- 
Han ei eribuare (ficut agi & fantioeÞProcyreros) nen . 
Junjorens ardiuam fed ut Prudenres in Dio 
int 5; eee 
5 re "ct wa ob 
ceing to 
Damas m] Bien were of! G 1 
"TN * head FO" BU and Apollonius, and 2 my 


Fellow. 


Nen Render Fo len im he Original: Gn of the 


Rd: oo dect nam cout ante 


eri Foſi Chriſty — -4-f 
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cauſe he is ſubiect to bis:; iſuop, ur t the 'Grace of God, aud 
to the Prevhiytzry 4s to the Law of Feſus'Cbrifi : Wherefore 
zt will become you aſo not to fe yo Biſhop 'tod familzariy, 
Incauſe of bis Youth; but to geld Gbellience to bim, 7-6 
:pording to the Power of God the Father (4s wifo T percej 
that your ee e not confidering his Hor, wil whie 
indeed, unto-appea #5 | youny, (or not raking ad 


bis appearing youtbfal Ordination, but u. becomes thoſe = 
to him, or rather mot i- 


who ure e God, ſubmitting 
1 bim, but to'vhe Father of var Lord Feſus "Chriſt the B 
Ware, Where I appeal to the candid Reader, we 
chere be any thing that favours Presbytery- 
'original Words which the Champions for your n e 
take -Advan of, ave veoſeprrn'y vf, Which h th 


would have to tranſlated Novel Order; and I 


Tor it is plam, that Jpwarius is ſpeaking of che youthfb 
Age of their Biſhop, he having been ere enn 


cauſe of hiowourhfol Age: And ſo this Expreſſion mult 
. of dhe ame; for the 
vert ao moſt p 

| a the ee 3 
| — G6. ina), it is 

im: Whieh aer 


ify Tonthful ; 

according to 
Yar Mi Order or © 
agg. to the Sohtext Js manife 


+8larive tache Youthfa A b of his Wye 5 chat in t#- 


| Set; chis Raſſage can do no Service to your. Cart : 
I But, upon che wontraty (IF ir be let Hittre and 
without Murilation, an have ae ie roncains = 

a minent Teſtimony for Brel. 

But farther, y pony 
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Fellow Servant Sotion your PETIT A bi: | 


rharchoy might beſo rranflared, if the Context — 
agree with it. Burt pere it cannot be ſo -rragflatet- ; | 


immoediatiy before, not ue him too tt Rog be- 
eek Word 


Apoſtles Lis esſbut in 'the e . 


th ay" Wa | 
"Ws \ 72 ) Sell dy 
this the firſt Writers after the Apoſtles ' do homo- 
©. logate, Trenaus Biſhop, of Lions, wo 2 b 
 «  Anſw, Wharſoever. Chryſoftome' and TheophwaB ſay 
concerning the Community of Names, yet they do 
_ plainly aſſert the Diſtinction of the Offices 3 for St: 
Chryſoftome commenting on theſe Words, With the Bi- 
ſhops and Deacons, ſays, Tor emioniros, Tt Tere; wits 
re tet NY ,b %, Woes; dla, arnce Tis fe- 
Tops gros iat, x, q,ju& weg 0 inioxtimres NN: 
Which in our Language is, Mieh the Biſhops: What 
' means that 2 Were there many Biſhops in one City? Not at 
4: Bur he calls the 57 ſo ; for 7 yet the Names 
were common, 4 Bi was called a Deacon alſo. 
Where, No St Chryſoftome conFeſſeth the Commu- 
nity of Names, yet he doth plainly aſſert the Diſtin- 
Kion of the Offices, even in St- Paul's Time; and 
that there as never more than one Biſhop in one City. 
So that this Paſſage of St. Chry/oſtome, inſtead of be- 
Ing for you, affords a very plain Teſtimony againſt 
you · And truly it is no Wonder that you run the ſame 
Fate with moſt of your Citations from the Fathers; 
© "ſeeing it is very certain that they knew nothing like 
Presbytery without a Biſhop. And he who will $0 and 
' ſeek any ſuch thing among them, may as well ſeek 
- For Fire under Water And as to that which you ſay 
Concerning Iren us Biſhop of Lions, his being called on- 
ly a Presbyter in the Epiſtle of the Galican Martyrs, 
ait is of no Moment; ſeeing we do not deny that Bi- 
ſhops were frequently called Presbyters. And we 
have ſufficient Evidence beſides for demonſtrating his 
 Prelacy.. But in effect Dr. Pearſon bath ſufficiently de- 
monſtrated (not wĩthſtand ing of Mr. Blondes Chrono- 
logy) that Ireneus was no more but a Presbyter at that 
Time, and that his Predeceſſor was ſtill living and in 
Poſſeſſion of the Epiſcopal See of Lions * that 
er was written. „„ % v1 
Again, * tell 3 of a Paſſage — 1 Epiſtle of St. 
1 £ Corint hi IXe That the” Apoſtles went 
c 
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| Forth both in City and Country preaching and appointing . 
the firſt Fruits of their Labours for Biſhops and Deacons. 


From which you draw a threefold Concluſion; Viz. 1» 


That it was uſual for the Apoſtles to make Church Officers of 


the firſt Converts of thoſe places where they planted Churches, 
Concerning which I ſhall not contend with you. 2. 
You conclude, That St. Clement like St. Paul makes 
only two Orders of Church Officers of Divine Appointment. 
Unto which I anſwer, that I have ſpoken ufficiently 
Already of thoſe Church Officers which were made by. 
St. moe 492 as to mn of Sr. Cropper, * can 2 | 
no reaſonable Argument for yau, ſeeing he is ſpeaking 
of the very frft Planting of the Churches by the A- 
poſtles, at which time it is no prejudice to the Epiſco- 
pal Cauſe to ſay, that they ordained only two Orders; 


as I have ſhewed before: Though neither will that ö 


follow from this Paſſage of St. Clement, as you may ſee 
from the forementioned little Book written by Dr. 
Monro, pag. 44 and 45- But though St. Clement menti- 


ons only two Orders, as appointed by the Apoſtles in _ , | 
the hurches, yet we E in E | 


their firſt Planting o 


that ſame Epiſtle manifeſt Indications of a ſuperior 
Order or Dignity to that of Presbyters; for we have 


him not only mentioning the e or Rulers, © 


dut Paragraph 4o, we have him diſtributing thoſe, of : 
-whom the Church is made up, ato the chief Prieſt, - 
the inferior Prieſts andLevites, with theLaity or Body 
7 the People; and from rhence- exhorting. evesy one 
( in the Beginning of the next Paragraph) to bleſs God 

\ | in his proper Station, not exceeding the Rule of his 

Service that is appointed to him. 26. You conclude, 


He ſhews it was ordinary in his time to plant: Biſhops in. 


. 


| 


Y 1 


Villages as well as Cities. But as it is probable, that by . 


E 

5 

| | Biſhops in that Paragraph it is only Presbyters which - 
| | are to be underſtood, d let you make of them what you 

_ | will, youſhall and in need of a Cart-rope to draw in 

- | your Conſequenee; for certainly there is no Connexion 
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tall betwixt the A Hes rene Ch. 
| gat and + Apo B sin P. an 


In the ee, ace 1 that Pehearp in his 
. to the 'Philippians, mentions only two 14 ＋ 5 
byters and 3 c Anſ- When Polycarp wrote that 
Eyplſtie to the Philippians, it is probable that their R- 
piſcop opal See was vacarit, and To he had no Occaſion 
mention their Biſhop : Bur it is pain, that Poly 
In the Iaſcription of the Tame Epiſtle, diſt Mike 
vol f from — reſt of the inferior Presbyters ＋ Snyr- 
ile he (faith, Pol 7 5 end the Prealypters that gve 
bud him to the Chir of God which it ut Philippi, 
Which we 8 chink a of his Humility and 
7 50 hy dene, if he had nx been placed in 
er Dig 


ty than the reſt 
8 then you ſa 


\ Thar the ancient Fathets of the 
Brſt three atme do not plead for the Divine Iaſti- 
turian of P W. And ae anſwer in our Name, that 
there was no O or. it, becauſe.it was not con- 
troverted at 4. 73 : Which indeed was very true. 
Hud whereas you reply, that there was much Occaſion 

r it, when ſome of ae, Presby ters pr ee re- 
bellious againſt him: Surely you are much mi 
for there was none of thoſe. re * 2 0 | 
Aid ever pretend any Quarrel with e 
in Queſtion the Authority of a B. t Fong = 
hy.complained, that they were injur by him, and ſo 

ap led from 
Objention * 
e Authority of a Biſhop duly and Canon 
Jained, was Aerius. 

But Farther you tell us, that many of ls 72 
dent of the Fathers acknowledge Epiſcapacy - 2 be 
5 2 an Eecleſiaſtical Conſtitution. And 

: % on Ephbeſ. 4. © -4l- in his igt e 
28.4 Primaſ. afil. Magn, Conſtirus. 
aft, 2 8. 4 Sedulsns, ; 


1 


Sram rasse ro. 6. 


: 1 to ſubmit to his Sentence, and 


And the firſt that ever made any O 


. Gene en on 1 


Hi — 


hy 


fame and Ifodere Biſhop of evil 4 Ecelefiaſtic. offic. 


m whom ſome ſeem only to favour theldentity of 
0 Order ( which ch, as I have told you before, can bring 


no advantage to your Cauſe, and which I am not re- 


+ ſolved to meddle wit in this Controvetſy betwixt you 


and me z) viz. Primaſ.. & Chryſoſt, on i Tim, 3. For | 


' as to that which you cite from Baſil, Mag. Conſtirurs 
Mona#, Viz. That there. was an equal Power, committed 
fo.all DoBtors or Biſhops, I ſee not what you 6 2 
clude from it, but that all Biſhops are equal ie 

which we are ready to grant. It remains then ger, 


ſkould conſider the reſt of yo Tetimonics. And 1B, 


Thar of Ambroſe, or rather Pſeudo-Ambroſe. 
But whatſoever the Authority oftheAuthor may be, 
is Teſtimony will riot make. much, to. your purpoſe; 
r he ſupp paſt eth that the preſent Conſtitution of the 
Church in in by time, did nos in all things anſwer to the 


N oF the Apoſtle; and he r Jou theReaſon, 


becauſe thoſe, were wricten in the very irſt Beginning 


(inter pſa N while. the Church was yet but 


a planzing, But when the Church was once conſti- 
tuted, He Un us the Col Was. altered; tamen poſtquam. 
omnibus locis Eęcleſſæ ſunt conſtitute, aliter compoſite res, 
| eſt foe with þ Now all this is, ſaid: wi t any pre- 
Indice ta, ſRolick goon of Epiſcopacy: 
be. i a N15 L ert that Epiſcopacy w 
gone conſtituted by t N in the very gelt 
eginnin pot MeL Bare but only w — r 
in itles began to grow numerous, and accor 
uh. were only planted in thoſe, Chunches 
1 8 1 Paul ants. his Epiſtles, after the Date 
Boſe © piſt ih 4; con that the Name of 
Biſhop was no At rapriated,, as it Was. in t 
25 w 0 Author bb hls Commentacics: 


FR nor ofthe, Church at that tima mi 
* anſwer in all things to the MWrir- 
3 and yet without any „„ 

| e 


+ 
14 


16 . 60 * * 


the Apoſtolick Inſtitution of Epiſcopacy, which was 
- afterward ſetled by them. 2 piſeopacy. OY 


In the next place, I come to the Teſtimony of St; 


© Auguſtine in his 9 Epi#. to Hierome Where his words 
are; Quanquam enim ſecundum honorum vocabula que jam 
Eceleſiæ uſes obtinuit, Epiſcopatus Prozbyterio maj or ſit, 


tamen in multis rebus Auguſtinus Hieronymo minor eſt. 


Ia Engliſh thus, Alebough according to the words of Honour 


which the Cuſtom of the Church hath now obtained, the Of. 
fee of a Biſhop be greater than that f 4 Preabyter, yet in 


many things Auguſtine 5s leſs than Hierome. Now for 


Anſwer to this, it is to be conſidered, that St. Auguſtine, 


there is complimenting Hierome, and endeavouring ſo 
to ſmooth and calm the crabbed Temper of the old 
Man, as*he might be encouraged, not only with all 


et Freedom, but alſo with a due Calmneſs and 


_  Compolure of Spirit, to exchange Epiſtles with him, 
about the Interpretation of ſome dark Places of Scrip- 


tute (for Ferome had written very paſſionately to St. 
Auguftine a little before) and therefore he labours to 


level and put himſelf, as much as could be, in Equality 


with Hierome. And fo he ers forth his Epiſcopal Dig- 
0. 


nity in the moſt extenuating Terms that he could 
with any meaſure of Truth, following that Opinion 


which be knew Hierome had publiſhed concerning it: 
Bur in regard (as I ſhewed before) it is. pain that 
Hierome sCenſuetudo mult be underſtood of an Apoſtoli- 

cal Conſtitution continued uniformly in the Cure 2 
ſo St, Auguſtine's uſus Eceleſiæ muſt be underſtood of 
an univerſal Practice of the Church, deriving its Ori- 
zinal from the Apoſtles ; for ſeeing his words will 


ſufficiently bear this, it is. unreaſonable to interpret 


them otherwiſe, it being manifeſt that he deſigned to 
extenuate his Character as much as he could[do with 
any colour of Truth; and alſo that be doth call other 


* thing by the Name cf che Cuſtoms of the Church, 


whic rele 


* 9 | 1 
nevertheleſs he uppoſeth to derive their Origi- 


C1376) 
nal from the es, de Bapti/m, cont. Denariſ. tk, 2 


and Lib. 4. cap. 14, and Lib. F- cap. / 
10 712 third pl 1 to your Fel e A 0 
dulius, 1 ſuppoſe your Author hath mi fe Ty Cons 


lived! in the eb for him who lived j in the 

(it, we may believe Dr. Macken 8 account of * 
Scotch * for (2 tell the Truth, Tam not we 
acquainted with any of the two: But ſeei bis you: tell 
thee he foundeth Mie Teſtimony on AH. 20. I ama 
to think that in anſwering to that place of Scripturs 
( as I have done before.) I may have 8 
anſwered to his Teſtimony. I have alſo anſwered the 
Teſtimony of Hierome, mn. Te. being io the leaſt con- 
founded with the Evidence of it, $ Tau would have 
the World believe. 

It remains then, that 1 ſhould now Sander the 
"Teſtimony of Ifidore Biſhop of Sevil in his Boo 250 
clefiaſt. Office, Whole words are. His, viq ret 
ſicut Epiſcopis Diſpenſatio myſteriorum Des commiſſa et; 
preſunt enim Ecclefits Chriſti, & in confettione corporss 
Janguinis conſortes cum Epiſcopis ſunt, fimiliter, in dot rina 
Pepuli, & officio predicands ; ſed ſola propter autoritatem 
Sacerdots Clericoriny ordinatio reſeryata eft, ne 4 
"multis Eccleſie diſcipline vinditata concordiam ſolveret, 
Scandala. geheraret, That is; To them as unto the 
Biſhops theDiſpenſation of che Myſteries of God is committed ; 
They are alſo ſet . over the Churches 'of Chriſt in likg 
manner, in inſirutt ing the People and in the Office of Preach- 
ing ; But for the greater Autbority of the chief Prieſt, the 
Ordination of the Clergy is reſerved to him alone, leſt, if if the ' 
diſcipline of the Church ſhould be aſſumed by meny, it Whee, 

Helo the Peace of the Church qnd heget Scandals, | 

1 he ſeems to favour the Original 9 5 

the Order: But there can Yor concluded rata. 
5 Teſtimony againſt che olica L. 
. Ke iſcopacy ; for he does not 85 that the Reſeryari — | 


ich ions. was Amade by the pale. 
Ez fy That . e 


n e . 
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h (Gee) Paine 

Gemijitude if be objefted againſt our Caule;the Teh: 
mony of the 2d. Council of Sevi! (wherein Inder was 
pteſent) ſeeths to be more pat to your Purpoſe. Which 
6 the occaſion. of ſome Irregularities committed by 
certain os ordained by Ai Biſhop of Corda- 
' bs) hithithoſe Words; Nem quamvis cum Epiſcopit Plu- 
rim li minifteriorum communis fit diſpenſatio, quedem 
wovellss & Ecclefibſticis regulis fibs probibita noverint, ficut 
Presby Di aconorum & virginum conſecratio, &c. 


es 
That is. . Although 'thiy (viz. The Preclhrers before 


mentioned\ babe in many Things the Diſpenſation of the d. 


cred Miniftrations in eommon with the Biſhops, pet let 
 #bem know that ſome Things are forbidden them by Novel 
and Eccleſniſtical- Rules; ſuch as the Conſecration of Preſ- 
byters, Deacons and Virgins, &c. Now for Anſwer: Al- 
though, it cannot be denied that this Council ſuppoſes 
the Identity af the Order, and that the.Presbyters had 
an original Right to do all thoſe Things; yet it will 
not follow that. they thought rhe Reſtraint d 
every one of thoſe Things mentioned, was from thoſe 
Novel Ercleſiaſtical Conſtiturions; for the Council 
mentions a Number of thoſe Things 2 5 ſome of 
hich were more early, and ſore more lately reſtrained 
from the Presbyters.. But in regard that ſome of them 
were truly of à late Date, and that theReſtraint of thoſe 
which were more ancient, was confirmed together with 
them by thoſe Novel Ecclefiaſtical Conſtitutions, there- 
fore the Reſtraint of all is ſaid to be by Novel Eccleſia- 
ical Rules. And that this ought to be judged to be 


the N of the Council, I think we muſt neceſſarly 


conclude; . becauſe we cannot ſuppoſe them to be. igno- 
rant that the Power of Ordination was reſtrained from 


Presbyters many Hundreds of Years before their Time. 
And if you will ſay thats j manner of Speaking is not 
27.9 reeabls, I anſwer, that Nn ooutt not but 


- 


it have been more clearly expreſſed by putting 
2 Beg, yet, . as there are greater Diffculties to be 
found in the Expreiions; of many gebe Augiore, 
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